
March 21,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners DOCKET Fil - ('nov .
c/o Federal Communications Commission I i ...t \.I,)r I ORIGINAL
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

• r,~''',1

) I

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, 'FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Coles Elementary School PTA of Manassas, Vir
ginia, Unit #029653, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what
is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, Us. New and World Report, and Media Studies Cen
ter/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedul
ing is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory re
quirement of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry'S rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infor
mation about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity)
and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more that one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that is include
parents; and

o
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• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue to important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/O Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
washington, DC 20554
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!

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97~34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Moscow
Elementary Center PTA, Inc., to voice our opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide SUfficient
content information so that parentf;J can make decisio~s about
what i.s appropriate TV programming 'for their children. Major
surveys released this fall, which de~onstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs, were conducted by
the National PTA, U.S. News and,'Worl:dReport,and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
screen and pUblicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements ,of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996~We do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
syste~~ Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept
no rating system that does not incillde content information
about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual
depiction and nUdity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow paLents to receive more that one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the s6i~en, and appear more frequently
during the course of a program;

IM~wElementaryCenter ChurdJ 8met MC1'CO~PA 18444 ~o. or Copies rec'dO
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* That the rating board be independent of the industry and
the FCC, and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system" approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for this OPP9rtunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely,

!famd~
Jean Lisiecki, President
Moscow Elementary Center PTA, Inc.

0,,·
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DOCKETF[ECOPYomG/~
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by the TV Rating Implementation Group. I don't believe that the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. I do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my
children. I want to make those choices myself based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and in periodicals that carry TV schedulings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe tIus system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, I request that a content-based rating
system be adopted which includes symbols about program content such a V
(for violence), S ( for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language). To
assure that this rating system meets families' needs, I recommend that any
proposed system be evaluated independent of the entertainment industry and
the FCC.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely,

!wn,J)l/hlt;A
Summerville High School
Summerville, SC
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To: Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissiomc '
.. . . ;I .'V"IO' nill

c/o Federal CommunIcattons CommIssion KET FI ...E'·....C.'; ('v'f1IGINAL
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

, , ..,) .>

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I oppose the Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating implementation Group, v-chip rating system. The
rating symbol does not provide sufficient information for parents t) make a knowledgeable decision
about the program they are about to watch. Major surveys rekas<:d this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives pan:nts information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and \Vorld Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret \"hat is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content infi:>rJlUf.ion about the program. Any raJing
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized i'l periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law is required to determine whether the indust!) "s Hiting system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunication Act of 1996. I do not helieve this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead I requestlhe following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve thl~ industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does notinclude';:;ontent information about programs
such as V-Violence, S-Sexual depiction and nudity and L·Language;

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that 'would allow parents to receive more that
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a progra.m,

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be eval unted '-:<:y independent research to determine

if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for letting my self and others make recommendation:~ fln a better tomorrow for our families.

No. of Copies rec'd._....cO=--_
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March 21, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Conunissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 OOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-5~ FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Barrington Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack. Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is
best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content infonnation about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV, scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine'whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Teleconnnunications Act of 1997. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

- That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);
- That the FCC require a v-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;
- That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ofa program; ,
- That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
- That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine ifit
meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to connnent on an issue so important to children and families.

oNo. of Copies rec'd
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21 March 1997

Chctirman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissio lers
c/o Federal Communications Comission
1919 M street NW Room 222
Washington DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55,FCC 97-34

-----------

o~o. of Copies rOC'd
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We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Seaford
Kindergarten PTA to voice our oppositon to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV rating
Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programing for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhealming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, US News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the
industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system
does so and ask the FCC not to approve the industry rating
system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction),and
L(for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to recieve more than on rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently
during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and
the FCC and that it includes parents;

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincere~~, J k.~ ~:)lJh. N~tP,)f\J!.J.-..-
Kathy B~o-pre51dent Beth DUBree, CO-Pre51dent

GCURRErn. INC.
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Thomas Page School PTA

1075 Madrone Ave.
Cotati, CA 94931

(707) 792-4860

March 24, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

OOCk£tfaE copyORIGINAl.

I am writing on behalfof the PTA membership at Thomas Page School to express our opposition
to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group. The rating symbol currently being used on TV programs does not provide enough
information for parents about the content of the show. Parents need a rating that indicates
specific content information so that they can make an informed decision about what shows to
allow their children to watch. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen or
publicized in newspapers and magazines is insufficient.

We do not believe that the industry's rating system has met the requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 and we request the following:

1. That the FCC not approve the industry rating system and should accept no rating
system that does not include content information about programs such as violence, sex
and nudity, obscene language, and scary content;

2. That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

3. That the rating icon on the TV screen appear more frequently during the course ofa
program;

4. That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

5. That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine ifit meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

D

Sincerely,

Pat Gilardi, President
Thomas Page Schoo~PTA

No. of Copies rec'd
List ABCDE '----



M , r (,1\ I 0, I ') ') 7

( ... lil'III"11 "~('('d Iltllldl and FCCCOlHoissiol\('r~·;

:'./0 ;~'ede['al Conmunications Corn.fission

\ lj') M Street N.W., Room 222
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DCdI' C1mi rman I-Iundt and Corrmi s~ ,(oners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, Fa:; 97 ';,4
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I 1m wr'j t ing on bella I f of the Nat ional PTA and the West \, i rginia PTA to voice my

Of . )()S i t i on to the v -ch i p rat i ng ',j'S tern as presented by ~ack Val enti I Chai r of the

IV Fating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. ':'he rating symbol on the

'j', .;reen does not provide suff icient content infof"nkl':ion so that parents can

rn; r.e decisions about what is aFpropriate TV prograIllI;!ng for their children.

M; jor surveys released this fal J.Jhich demonstrate overt/helming parent preference

f( a rat: ing system that gi yes p.rents information abou t the content of programs

wu,: conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and Wor ld h'.eport I and Media Studies

Ceil ter/I{oper. Parents do not w(;~;!t the TV industry to interpret what is best for

\ I \l' j r ,II j I !In'll. flaren t~ wan t to make those choices llH:::l'1sel yes based on content

i I fOl'lIId I i Oil abou I. Uw prOf{ ram. I\ny ra I. i ng ~,y stern wi thl.,ut content descr i pt ions

()1' lht,·;.'r('I'I\ and publ icized in J)('riodical,:,; thaI. carry 'iV scheduling is useless.

II I'C(', by lilw, is required to determine whether thel 1dustry's rating system

h,1 .lll'\ st;.dutOI'Y requi rernents~:)f the Teleconmunicati()1s Act of 1996. I do not

be i i ev(: 1.11 is sys tem does so and <.:.k that the FCC not app:ove the industry rating

S:»,I.('[II. lnstead, I request the [allowing:

x That under no circumsl.ancl; should the FCC approve the industry's rating

system. FurthE'r, the FCC ,,~>,)uld accept no ratin(~ "ystem that does not

i ncl ude content i nformat ion about programs such a~.' V( for violence) , S (for

s('xual d('piction and nudit ,r ) and L(for language),
No. of Copies roc'd 0
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• nld I lilt' I:CC l"eljuil'c a V c::iLJ oalld ol"<kld ellough LLaL would allow pare!

to r'('c('iv(' mor(,than one- rating syslC'm;

~ That the rating icon on th~ TV screen be made lafJ~er, more prominently

placed on the screen, and'lppear more frequ0ntly ;:-Iuring the course of a

program;

< rha t the J'a t i ng board bei I ]Clcpenden t 0 f the i nd\b try and the FCC and that

it iJH'lude parents; and

• That allY rating system apr.roved by the FCC be ev,duated by independent

research to de termine if it meets the needs of pa ,'ents.

Thank you for thi s opportunity':) corrment on an issue so important to chi Idren

ill,d families.
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March 25, 1997
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am 'Nfiting on behalf of the National PTA and the Huntington Union Council
PTA (Huntington Beach, CA) to express our opposition to the proposed age
based rating system. It does not provide information on program content that a
parent can use to determine if a show is appropriate for their children to watch.
Since each family is unique, parents are the best ones to decide what is best for
their children. Generalized ratings don't help, as what may be okay to someone
may be very offensive to someone else.

A far better solution would be a descriptive content-based rating system.
Parents can then make an informed choice on what TV programming they feel is
appropriate for their children. A system providing information on Violence
(V), Sexual content (S), or Adult language (L) would be a lot more valuable
to us as parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on such an important issue.

Sincerely,

~£11~ 'madCz/vUlq~
Laura Madariaga tl
President
Huntington Union Council PTA
6121 Morningside Dr.
Huntington Beach, CA 92648

~k:. of Copies rec'd 0
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 lJOCKET AlE c/)PYORIGINAL

I am writing as a member of the PTA of Maine, and as a parent, to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating system he proposes is
ridiculous and of no use to parents! Mr. Valenti's proposed system serves the interests
of the TV industry while ignoring the real concerns of parents and families.

Parents need and want a TV rating system which gives them information about
the content of television programs. We do NOT trust the TV industry to decide which
programs are appropriate for children of certain ages. If parents are given specific
information about the content of a program - whether it contains violence, nUdity, sex,
or foul language, parents can decide whether the program is appropriate for their
children. A TV rating system should show content descriptions on the TV screen and
the ratings should be publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedules.

I do not think Mr. Valenti's proposed system meets the requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. I ask you to reject his proposal, and to adopt a TV
rating system which meets the following criteria:

* The FCC should adopt a TV rating system that includes information about the
CONTENT of programs, such as V for violence, S for sex or nUdity, and L for foul
language;

* The FCC should require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

* The rating icon on the TV screen should be made larger, more prominent, and
should appear frequently throughout the program (the ones in current use are almost
invisible);

* The TV rating board should be independent of the TV industry and should include
parents;

* Any TV rating system approved by the FCC should be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for considering the views of the PTA on this important matter.

o

Sincerel~

~~hoads
P.O. Box 340
Denmark, ME 04022 NQ. 01 Copies rec'd

List ABCDE "---
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

OOCKET FILE COpy ORIGJNAl.

. . .~/5;.f
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the (;/(,km d;J P { (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory'
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 19%. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No. of Copies rec'd,__U _
UstABCDE



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 OOCKEi FILE COpy ORIGINAL

.~," .-/

I am writing as a concerned parent and member of the PTA of Denmark, Maine
to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating system
he proposes is absurd and of no use to parents! It is an attempt by the TV industry
to sneak a useless rating system into our lives which serves the interests of the TV
industry while mocking the real concerns of parents and families.

Pqr.ents need and want a TV rating system which gives them information about
the co.,\ent of television programs. We do NOT trust the TV industry to decide
what shows are appropriate for children of certain ages. If parents are given specific
information about the content of a program - whether it contains violence, nUdity, sex,
or foul language, they can decide whether the program is appropriate for their
children. A TV rating system should show content descriptions on the TV
screen and the ratings should be publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedules.

I do not think Mr. Valenti's proposed system meets the requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. I ask you to reject his proposal, and to adopt a TV
rating system which meets the following criteria:

* The FCC should not accept any TV rating system that does not include information
about the CONTENT of programs, such as V for violence, S for sex or nudity, and L
for foul language;

* The FCC should require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

* The rating icon on the TV screen should be made larger, more prominent, and
should appear frequently throughout the program (the ones in current use are almost
invisible);

* The TV rating board should be independent of the TV industry and should include
parents;

* Any TV rating system approved by the FCC should be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for listening,

el"L VtlTvv RJ1~j
Carolyn Rhoads
P.O. Box 340
Denmark, ME 04022

No. of Copies rec'd 0
UsfABCDE



HOllYWOOD BEACH SCHOOL PTA
4000 Sunset Lane

Oxnard, California 93035
(805) 986-8720

March 22, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

OOCKET FlE copy ORIGINAl

We are writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Hollywood Beach School PTA to voice our
opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
intormation so that parents can make informed decisions about what is appropriate TV programming tor
their children. We do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for our children. Parents want and
need to make those choices themselves based on content information about the programs offered. A rating
system without content descriptions is useless.

We request that the FCC not approve, under any circumstances, the current industry rating system. Instead
we request the following:

That the FCC should not accept a rating system that does not include content information
about programs (IE: V for violence, S for sexual depiction and nudity, and L for language).

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system.

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents.

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on a.'1 issue so important to our children and our families.

Si~~~_~
~ue~e Fox-Ipock
President, Hollywood Beach School PTA
Oxnard, California No. ot Copies rec'd,_O.:;.__
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

OOCKEr F!f FCOpy O~l~J~AI
We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Farr:nington i:!temenfafY FJ'nt'lb voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient information for parents to make a kno\\'ledgeable decision about the program
they are about to watch.

As parents we have the right to decide what is appropriate for our families to watch. Tht: TV
industry does not have the right to with hold informatIon s<) that our decisions are not accurate.
TV programs contents (S-sex, V-violence, N-nudity, and L·I~mguage)need to be made known by
some kind ofa system that would educate the indlviduaJs about what they are about to watch.
As parents we are capable of making our own decisions and choices based on content
infoonation about the program. Any rating system withoul content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is uveless.

By law the FCC is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. \Vf don't believe this system does. We
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system In~tead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system tha, does not include content
information about programs such as V, S, N, and. L. How much? How graphic?
That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough lilat would allow parents to rec(~ive

more than one rating system;
That the rating icons on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the cour:~e of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industr~/ and the FCC and that it includes
parents; and
That the rating system approved by the FCC be eva'uated by independent research to
determine ifit meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so i£:lportant to children and families of
our nation.

Thank You,

Member ofThe Farmington Elementary PTA,
Farmington, UT

No. of Copil.3s recld__~__.
'.ifot ABCDE
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. w., Room 222
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Douglass Houghton PTA, Waterford, Michigan to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. I would prefer a content-based system rather than an age-based system.
I feel the decision as to what my child{ren) views on television should be in my hands rather than in the
hands of the TV industry.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this age-based system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the: industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (tor sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of.:l program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

o
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INDIANA' PTA
2525 North Shadeland Avenue C4
Indianapolis, IN 46219-1770
Telephone (317) 357-5881
Fax (317) 357-3751

March 25, 1997

OOCKEI . "~" , .,. ';:J' :!GlNAL
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the Indiana PTA to support the addition of program
content based information to the new TV rating system. The rating systems
should be publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling. The icon should
also be on the screen longer and possibly more frequent.

I would also support any rating system approved by the FCC to monitor and
evaluate the effectiveness of the rating system by an independent research
company.

I am concern that the only way parents will have the V-chip is in new
televisions. I know that some lockout mechanisms are available to parents
now, but perhaps something could be published about the types of"lock-out"
devices and where to purchase them could also be made available.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and families.

Sincerely,

Tinka Booe, President
Indiana PTA

Indiana Congress ofParents & Teachers, Inc.

Nu. (jfGrpies mc'd
ttL~C;[;E ----
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hun~t a~d FCC Co.~ssionerSUOC~':T,~iL~~;~~Cpy f;'{IGiNAL
c/o Federal Commumcattons CommIssIOn .
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

, )

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and theMbr1uca.Y~al,council, dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincere1)~

._~._~==_ .. --------



March,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman hundt6 and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

'NV'."ET 1=11 ~ ('flpy ORIG\NAlW\Jf\ 1 \ __ \,..IV

We, the undersigned, are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Jim Hill Middle School PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV progranuning for their children. Major surveys released
this fall 'Yhich demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, Us. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to intetpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

1. That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

2. That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

3. That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

4. That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

5. That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the
needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Jim Hill Middle School PTA
Minot, North Dakota



Jim Hill Middle School
Parent/Teacher Association

Minot, North Dakota
1.'~ ScJ\U-iMcJ4,\'---· [(00 ')th ~- SE:- ~;t''-&( IJ{:) :; 2{7(){

2. ~ ~ V\. ''V0'0·, l l'v-.J~ .4-

3 .~ ~ ,I 1',

4: 2r(~j~~~C''''~
--~~ .

7. )n.~ ,Q~
8. jh~ ~~~

{. /,~ /A-[~ JCr~~
9. ".. C

No. ot Copies me'd
UstABCDE

G



Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and CommissionersDOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAl.

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

. I
t .:'

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by the TV Rating Implementation Group. I don't believe that the rating
symbol on the TV screen provides sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. I do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my
children. I want to make those choices myself based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and in periodicals that carry TV schedulings is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, I request that a content-based rating
system be adopted which includes symbols about program content such a V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language). To
assure that this rating system meets families' needs, I recommend that any
proposed system be evaluated independent of the entertainment industry and
the FCC.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely,

~~WoC)~
Summerville High School
Summerville, SC

No. of COpl!3S rec'd
Ust ABeDE ._--
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SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC
Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

uOGKEi f;~E COpy Or~!GfNAL

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and J-Vorld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

()No. of CCpj'3S ree'd
Lisi ASCDE ----

Thank you for this oppo..~nity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, /.0.'.1.;J/ " (J '-""'-J '\L 'D-/Z/
Your Name 'Il (Q' (\
Town, State I.~~\.::.'~ ~ .., .....S)-.·b

~.~, CtA 'fl3't1
-----.._------


